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FOREWORD 

The Candidates' Item Response Analysis (CIRA) has been prepared in order to 

provide feedback to students-teachers, tutors, parents and other education 

stakeholders on the candidates' performance in the Diploma in Secondary 

Education Examination (DSEE) 2021 in English Language. This examination is a 

summative evaluation that measures the effectiveness of the teaching and learning 

process at the end of the course. The content covered in this examination was 

developed from the English Language syllabus for DSEE of 2009. 

 

The report aims at highlighting the possible reasons for the candidates' 

performance in the English Language Subject Examination. It points out the 

factors that made some of the candidates to score low, average or high marks. The 

general performance for this paper was good.  

 

The National Examinations Council expects that, the feedback obtained from this 

report will enable the education stakeholders to take proper measures in order to 

improve the academic performance of the candidates in future examinations 

administered by the Council.  

 

Finally, the Council would like to acknowledge the contributions of all those who 

participated in writing this report. 

 

 

 

 
 

Dr. Charles E. Msonde 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report analyses the performance of the candidates who sat for the 

English Language subject for Diploma in Secondary Education 

Examination (DSEE) in 2021. The examination was set in accordance with 

the English Language syllabus of 2009 and the examination format of 2017.  

 

The examination had three sections, namely A, B and C. Section A had ten 

(10) compulsory questions. Each question carried four (4) marks, making a 

total of forty (40) marks. Sections B and C had three questions each. A 

candidate was required to answer only two (2) questions from each section. 

These sections had thirty (30) marks each, making a total of sixty (60) 

marks.  

 

The analysis on the candidates’ performance in this report shows how each 

individual item is presented by indicating the percentage of candidates who 

attempted the question and the percentage of candidates who scored various 

marks based on their responses. Samples of extracts of candidates' 

responses have also been presented. 
 

Three categories of performance have been used in the analysis of the 

candidates' performance in each topic. The performance from 70-100 per 

cent is categorised as good and is represented by a green colour. From 40 to 

69 percent is considered as an average and is represented by yellow colour, 

whereas from 0 to 39 percent is weak performance and is represented by 

the red colour. Performance in each topic is summarised in the Appendix. 

Finally, conclusion and recommendations, based on the analysis of the 

candidates' performance is provided in this report as well 
 

The candidates who sat for the English Language subject examination for 

DSEE in may 2021 were 374, out of which 99.73% per cent passed with 

different grades, as indicated in table 1: 
 

Table 1: Candidates' Pass Grades in DSEE 2021 and 2020 in English 

Language Subject Examination 
 

Grade A B C D F 

% of candidates 

in 2021 

1.3 13.1 62.0 23.0 0.3 

% of candidates 

in 2020 

0 10.4 71.0 17.6 0.2 
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This performance is higher by 0.5 per cent when compared to 2020 English 

Language subject performance where 99.2 percent of the candidates who 

sat for the Examination in 2021passed with different grades. 

2.0 ANALYSIS ON THE CANDIDATES’ PERFOMANCE IN EACH 

QUESTION 

2.1 SECTION A:  Objective Questions 

In this section, there were ten compulsory objective questions. The 

candidates were required to attempt all the questions. Each question carries 

4 marks which gives a total of forty (40) marks.  

2.1.1 Question 1:  Sentence Types and Punctuation 

In this question, the candidates were required to identify the coordinators 

and the functions performed by each in the following sentences:  
 

(a) He worked a lot and earned enough money. 

(b) She did not tighten the lid but the water was still hot. 

(c) We can put the note on the TV or on the refrigerator. 

(d) The weather is cool but it is not favourable for sports. 
 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 144 (38.5%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 149 (39.8%) 

scored from 2 to 2.5 marks and 81 (21.7%) candidates scored from 3 to 4 

marks. The general performance in this question was good because 231 

(61.7%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 marks.  Figure 1 illustrates the 

candidates' performance in question 1. 

 

 
 

Figure 1: The Candidates' Performance in Question 1 
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The analysis of the candidates’ performance in this question shows that the 

candidates (38.5%) who scored from 0 to 1.5 marks had insufficient 

knowledge of coordinators and their functions in sentences. Also, most of 

them did not understand the requirements of the question. For instance, one 

of the candidates identified sentence types such as compound sentences, 

complex sentences and compound complex sentences. Another candidate 

misinterpreted the question by considering coordinators to be people who 

have the role to perform particular tasks. He/she wrote: rich to mean to pay 

salaries for our worker; cooker to mean to make sure that the lid used in 

water still hot and referee to mean the person who run the sports. Extract 

1.1 shows a sample of the candidate's responses who misinterpreted the 

requirements of the question, hence scored weak performance. 
 

 
 

Extract 1.1: A sample of incorrect responses in question 1.  

 

In extract 1.1, the candidate provided the incorrect coordinators and their 

functions by putting the subordinators not only ...... but also, either....... or 

and if which were contrary to the requirements of the question. 

 

Further analysis shows that some candidates had average performance in 

this question. These candidates scored from 2 to 2.5 marks. They identified 

the coordinators but failed to identify their functions in the sentences they 

were given. Others identified the coordinators and their functions for some 

parts of the question but failed the other parts within the same question. 

Extract 1.2 shows a sample of a candidate who attempted one part of the 

question correctly but failed in the other. 
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Extract 1.2: A sample response from a candidate with an average 

performance in question 1. 

 

In extract 1.2, the candidate identified the coordinators, but failed to 

identify their functions in the sentences given. 

 

The analysis indicates that few candidates (21.7%) scored from 3 to 4 

marks. The responses from these candidates demonstrate that they had 

sufficient knowledge of coordinators and their functions in a sentence. The 

candidates were able to identify the coordinators "and" which shows 

addition, "but" which shows contrast and "or" which shows alternative 

place. Extract 1.3 shows a response from one of the candidates who 

attempted this question correctly.  
 

 
 

Extract 1.3: A sample response from a candidate who scored high marks in 

question 1. 
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In extract 1.3, the candidate managed to identify the coordinators and their 

functions in the sentences given correctly. 

2.1.2 Question 2: Teaching Methods 

The candidates were required to analyse briefly four language teaching 

methods.  
 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 107 (28.6%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 88 (23.5%) scored 

from 2 to 2.5 marks, and 179 (47%) candidates scored from 3 to 4 marks. 

The overall performance in this question was good because 267 (71.4%) 

candidates scored from 2 to 4 marks. The candidates' performance in this 

question is illustrated in Figure 2. 

 

 
               

 Figure 2: The Candidates' Performance on Question 2 

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 197 

(47%) candidates who attempted this question scored from 3 to 4 marks. 

These candidates showed good mastery of the concept of teaching methods 

particularly in English language subject. They gave clear explanations with 

relevant examples. They also had a good command of English language. 

The four language teaching methods mentioned were: Grammar-

translation method, direct method/natural method, audio-lingual or 

aural/oral method, total physical response method, participatory or non-

participatory method as well as communicative method. Extract 2.3 shows 
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a sample response from one of the candidates who analysed the four 

English language methods correctly. 

 

 

 
 

Extract 2.1: A sample response from a candidate who scored high marks. 

 

Extract 2.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who analysed the 

four English language teaching methods, correctly, hence scored high 

marks. 
 

Further analysis shows that 88 (23.5%) candidates had average performance 

in this question. Some of them mentioned the English Language teaching 

methods without explanations. For example, one of the candidates 

mentioned the teaching methods without explanations as: grammar 



 

7 
 

translation methods, aural translation method, direct method and audio 

lingual method. Others mentioned the teaching methods but their 

explanations were incorrect. For example, one of the candidates provided 

unclear explanation on teaching methods as; grammar method-it gives 

information through traditional, total physical response method is 

systematic, audio-lingual method example CD, it increases vocabulary and 

natural method-is the method which gives information from the original. 

Extract 2.2 shows a sample of such responses from one of the candidates. 

 

 
 

Extract 2.2: A sample of responses from a candidate with average 

performance in question 2. 

 

In extract 2.2, the candidate identified the English Language teaching 

methods, but failed to give clear explanations.  

 

However, the analysis indicates further that 107 (28.6%) candidates had 

weak performance. These candidates demonstrated little knowledge of the 

teaching methods to be used in teaching English language. Most of them 

provided the general teaching methods which cut across all subjects, such 

as discussion, question and answers, role play, lecture methods, instead of 

providing the specific methods for teaching English Language. Extract 2.1 

shows a sample of a response from one of the candidates who attempted the 

question incorrectly. 
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Extract 2.1: A sample response from a candidate with weak performance in 

question 2. 

 

In extract 2.1, the candidate identified wrongly the English language teaching 

methods as; simple sentence, known to unknown, concrete to abstract and 

learning by doing. 

2.1.3 Question 3: Sentence Types and Punctuation 

The question required the candidates to punctuate the following sentences: 
 

(a) Oh Something has gone into my eye 

(b) what a rude husband 

(c) To say the least students should study hard in order to pass their 

examinations 
 

(d) do the buses run every day 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 104 (27.8%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 166 (44.4%) 

scored from 2 to 2.5 marks and 104 (27.8%) candidates scored from 3 to 4 

marks. The general performance of the candidates in this question was 

good because 270 (72.2%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 marks. The 

candidates' performance in this question is illustrated in Figure 3. 
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Figure 3: The Candidates' Performance on Question 3 

 

The analysis shows that 104 (27.8%) candidates had weak performance in 

this question. These candidates were not knowledgeable on punctuation 

marks. Some of the punctuation marks provided by most candidates were 

incorrect. Also, the responses given by the candidates show that they did 

not understand the question since they provided answers which were 

different from the question asked. One of the candidates mentioned 

sentence types, namely simple sentence, compound sentence and complex 

sentence. Another candidate mentioned the punctuation marks instead of 

applying them in the sentences given. The punctuation marks which he/she 

mentioned were: exclamation mark, question mark, full stop and comma. 

Extract 3.1 shows a sample of an incorrect response from one of the 

candidates who scored weak marks in this question. 
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Extract 3.1: A sample of an incorrect response in question 3.  

 

In extract 3.1, the candidate failed to write correct punctuation marks 

instead he/she provided the meaning of each sentence. 

 

Further analysis on the candidates' performace in this question shows that 

166 (44.4%) candidates had average performance in this question. These 

candidates punctuated some sentences correctly but failed to do the same to 

others. Extract 3.2 shows a sample of an average response from one of the 

candidates in question 3. 
 

 
 

Extract 3.2: A sample of an average response in question 3. 

 

In extract 3.2, the candidate managed to punctuate only some of the 

sentences but failed the rest of the sentences given in the question. 
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However, further analysis of the candidates' performance in this question 

shows that 104 (27.8%) candidates performed well. These candidates 

punctuated correctly the sentences given. They demonstrated knowledge of 

how to use punctuation marks in sentences. The correct sentences were:  

(a) Oh! Something has gone into my eye. 

(b) What a rude husband! 

(c) To say the least, students should study hard in order to pass their 

examinations. 
 

(d) Do the buses run every day? 

Extract 3.3 shows a sample of responses from one of the candidates who 

punctuated sentences correctly. 

 
 

Extract 3.2: A sample response from a candidate who provided the correct 

answer in question 3. 

 

In extract 3.2, the candidate provided correct punctuation marks, namely 

exclamation marks, full stop, comma and question marks.  

2.1.4 Question 4: Teaching Reading 

The candidates were required to use four points to identify stages to be 

followed by an English Language teacher when teaching vocabulary in the 

classroom.  
 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates, of which, 185 

(49.5%) scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 82 (21.9%) scored from 2 to 2.5 marks 

and 107 (28.6%) scored from 3 to 4 marks.  Generally, the candidates' 

performance in this question was average because 189 (50.5%) candidates 

scored from 2 to 4 marks. The candidates' performance in this question is 

illustrated in Figure 4. 
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Figure 4: The Candidates' Performance on Question 4 

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 185 

(49.5%) candidates had weak performance in this question. These 

candidates lacked knowledge of the stages of teaching vocabulary in the 

classroom. Some candidates misinterpreted the question by identifying the 

techniques to be used in teaching vocabulary, such as examples, real 

objects, context, drawings and pictures, synonyms and antonyms, 

explanations and using translation. Others identified the general teaching 

techniques which cut across all teaching subjects such as role play, 

demonstration and question and answers. Extract 4.1 shows a sample 

response from a candidate who provided an incorrect responses in this 

question. 
  

 
 

Extract 4.1: A sample of an incorrect response in question 4. 
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In extract 4.1, the candidate wrongly identified stages to be followed in 

teaching vocabulary as repetition drill, songs and games, displacement drill 

and transformation drill. 

 

Furthermore, 82 (21.9%) candidates had average performance. These 

candidates identified the stages to be used when teaching English language 

but some parts of the answers were unclear, thus scored half of the marks. 

For example, one candidate identified the stages as: analyse the key terms 

by highlighting them, search for materials that would help when teaching 

vocabulary like pictures, drawings, students to repeat what he/she has said 

and to enable students to identify the words or sentences with the objects 

and the words to be used correctly. Extract 4.2 shows a sample response 

from one of the candidates who provided answers to some parts of the 

question correctly. 
 

  
Extract 4.2: A sample with average scores in question 4. 

 

Extract 4.2 shows a sample of a response from a candidate who identified 

stages of teaching vocabulary correctly but the last two points were 

incorrect hence, scoring average marks.  
 

Although many candidates fall in the two categories, weak and average 

performance, 107 (26.8%) candidates managed to score high marks, thus 

had good performance. These groups demonstrated good mastery of the 

topic, especially on the stages to be followed when teaching vocabulary and 

good command of English language. They were able to identify stages such 
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as pre-teaching a few key words before students read a text or a chapter in 

a reader, check the understanding of vocabulary in a text after the students 

have read it, teach useful words while preparing the class for composition 

and/or begin a lesson with oral or written exercise to revise or test 

vocabulary previously taught. Extract 4.2 shows a sample of a response 

from one of the candidates who attempted the question correctly. 

 

 
 
Extract 4.3: A sample of correct responses in question 4. 

 

In extract 4.3, the candidate identified stages to be used by an English 

language teacher in teaching vocabulary correctly. 

2.1.5 Question 5: Word Forms and Meanings 

The candidates were required to explain briefly four benefits of word 

reference materials. 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 277 (74.1%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 40 (10.7%) scored 
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from 2 to 2.5 marks, and 57 (15.2%) candidates scored from 3 to 4 marks. 

The general performance of the candidates in this question was weak 

because only 97 (25.9%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 marks. The 

performance of the candidates in this question is illustrated in Figure 5. 

 

 
 

Figure 5: The Candidates' Performance in Question 5 

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 277 

(74.1%) candidates had weak performance due to inadequate knowledge of 

word reference materials. Most of the candidates failed to differentiate 

word reference materials from reference materials. They misinterpreted the 

requirements of the question, instead of explaining the four benefits of 

word reference materials they explained the importance of reference 

materials. For instance, one of the candidates provided the following 

responses: it helps students to review during examination. It helps in the 

process of teaching and learning. It helps teacher in setting examination 

and it helps teacher to design teaching and learning aids. Extract 5.1 shows 

a sample of an incorrect response from one of the candidates in this 

question. 
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Extract 5.1: A sample of  an incorrect response from a candidate with poor 

performance in question 5. 

 

Extract 5.1 shows a sample response from a cadidate who incorrectly 

explained four benefits of word reference materials.  

 

Further analysis of this question shows that 40 (10.7%) candidates had 

average performance. Some of the points provided by the candidates were 

correct, but others were not. This made them to score average marks. 

Extract 5 illustrates. 
 

 
 

Extract 5.2: A sample of responses from a candidate with average 

performance in question 5. 

 

Extract 5.2 shows a sample response from a candidate who explained 

briefly some points correctly but failed in others. The candidate wrote: it 

helps the teacher to clarify the point during teaching, help the teacher to 

search the meaning, it can be used as the source of knowledge and it is 

used for identifying synonyms. 

 

Apart from the weak and average performance demonstrated above, the 

analysis indicates that, 57 (15.2%) candidates performed well. These 
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candidates had sufficient knowledge of the benefits of word reference 

materials to be used in English language. They understood the requirements 

of the question, thus they provided correct responses. They wrote that the 

benefits of word reference materials in English language are: it helps to 

know the meaning of a word, its usage, how it is pronounced, how it is 

spelt, etc. Extract 5.3 shows a sample of responses from one of the 

candidates who performed well in this question. 

 

 
 

Extract 5.3: A sample of correct responses in question 5. 

 

Extract 5.3 shows a correct response from a candidate who briefly 

explained the benefits of word reference materials correctly. 

2.1.6 Question 6: Teaching Aural/ Oral Skills 

In this question, the candidates were required to mention four activities 

suitable for developing listening sub-skills to form one students.  

 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 153 (40.9%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 69 (18.4%) scored 

from 2 to 2.5 marks, and 152 (40.7%) candidates scored from 3 to 4 marks. 

Generally, the overall performance of the candidates in this question was 

average because 221 (59.1%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 marks. The 

candidates' performance is illustrated in Figure 6. 
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Figure 6: The Candidates' Performance on Question 6 

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 152 

(40.7%) candidates performed well. These candidates had adequate 

knowledge of the activities suitable for developing listening sub-skills to 

form one students. They provided activities such as: listen for a gist of what 

is said, guessing about the speaker, predict what people will say next, listen 

for specific information, tick the word you hear, filling the gaps for the 

missing words and make notes on what people say on the tape. Extract 6.3 

is a sample of such a response from the candidate who scored high marks. 

 

 
 

Extract 6.3: A sample of a correct response in question 6. 

 

Extract 6.3 shows a sample response from a candidate who stated the 

activities suitable for developing listening sub-skills to form one students 

correctly. 
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Further analysis of the candidates' performance in this question shows that 

69 (18.4%) candidates had average performance. These candidates 

provided some of the parts correctly and other points were incorrect. 

Extract 6.2 shows a sample of a response from a candidate with average 

marks. 

 

 

 
 

Extract 6.2: A sample of a response from a candidate with average scores in 

question 6. 

 

Extract 6.2 shows a response from a candidate who managed to provide 

few correct points on the suitable activities for developing listening sub-

skills to form one students.  

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance indicates further that, 153 

(40.9%) candidates had weak performance in this question. These 

candidates had partial knowledge of developing listening sub skills to form 

one students. For example, one of the candidates mentioned discussion, 

debate, question and answers and dialogue as the activities for developing 

listening sub skills to form one students, which are incorrect. Others, 
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provided irrelevant answers which are against the requirements of the 

question. For example, one candidate wrote; recognising contracted forms, 

recognise the vocabulary, recognising the intonation, recognising the 

changes of pitch, tone and delivering speech. Extract 6.1 shows a sample of 

incorrect responses from one of the candidates in this question.  

 

 
 

Extract 6.1: A sample of an incorrect response in question 6. 

 

Extract 6.1 shows a sample of responses from a candidate who could not 

state the four activities suitable for developing listening-sub skills among 

the form one students. 

2.1.7 Question 7: The English Sound System 

In this question, the candidates were required to explain briefly with one 

example for each how the following sounds are produced:  

(a) Dental sound.  
 

(b) Labial dental sound.   
 

(c) Alveolar sound. 

  

(d) Palatal sound.  

 

This question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 311 (83.2%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 31(8.2%) scored 

from 2 to 2.5 marks, and 32 (8.6%) candidates scored from 3 to 4 marks. 

The general performance of the candidates in this question was weak 

because 63 (16.8%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 marks. The candidates' 

performance for this question is illustrated in Figure 7. 
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Figure 7: The Candidates' Performance in Question 7 

 

The analysis of the candidates' performance in this question shows that 

311(83.2%) candidates performed poorly. Most of the candidates lacked 

knowledge about the topic of English sound system, especially on how 

sounds are produced using human speech organs. Most of the candidates 

provided guessed answers which indicates that they were not conversant 

with the topic. One of the candidates provide the following responses: 

dental sound are speech organ which are used to produce word when the 

upper teeth combine with lower lip to produce a word example, fish. Labial 

dental sound produces the word when the upper lips join with lower lips 

example, come. Alveolar sound produce the sound when there is blockage 

of air example active. Palatal sound produce the sound when they join 

between upper palatal with tongue to produce the sound example, live, 

leaves. Extract 7.1 shows a sample of an incorrect response from one of the 

candidates in this question. 
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Extract 7.1: A sample of incorrect responses in question 7. 

 

Extract 7.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who could not 

explain how dental, labial dental, alveolar and palatal sounds are 

produced. 

 

Further analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 

31 (8.2%) candidates had an average performance. These candidates 

explained correctly two points out of the four points, hence scored half 

marks. Others provided explanations but failed to provide correct examples 

while others provided only correct examples but failed to provide correct 

explanations. Extract 7.2 shows a sample of response from a candidate with 

an average performance in this question. 
  

 
 

Extract 7.2 is sample of an answer with average scores in question 7. 
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Extract 7.2 shows a sample response from a candidate who explained 

correctly how dental and labial dental sounds are produced but failed to 

explain how alveolar and palatal sounds are produced. 

 

Besides the candidates' poor and average performance explained in this 

report, the analysis indicates further that 32 (8.6%) candidates had good 

performance. The responses show that the candidates had enough 

knowledge of English sound system, especially on the production of dental, 

labial dental, alveolar and palatal sounds. They also managed to provide 

correct  examples, such as: Dental sound is produces when the tip of the 

tongue comes very close to the edge of the two upper front teeth.eg, // for 

thank you, think, etc. Labial dental sound is produced when the lower lip 

comes into contact with the upper teeth eg. /f/ for food, fire, fine, etc. 

Alveolar sound is produced when the tip of the tongue comes into contact 

with the ridge behind the upper teeth eg, /t/ for teeth, twins, tank, time, etc. 

Palatal sound is produced when the central part of the tongue is in contact 

with the hard palate eg. /j/ for you, yes, and year. This is shown in Extract 

7.3.  
 

 
 

Extract 7.3: A sample of a correct response in question 7. 

 



 

24 
 

Extract 7.3 shows a sample response from a candidate who explained 

correctly how dental, labial dental, alveolar and palatal sounds are 

produced.  

2.1.8 Question 8:  Theories of Language Teaching and Learning  

This question required the candidates to explain briefly in four points the 

application of constructivism, in the teaching and learning process. 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 119 (31.8%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 78 (20.9%) 

candidates scored from 2 to 2.5 marks and 177 (47.3%) candidates scored 

from 3 to 4 marks. Generally, the performance of the candidates in this 

question was average because 255 (68.2%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 

marks. The candidates' performance in this question is illustrated in Figure 

8. 
 

 
 

Figure 8: The Candidates' Performance on Question 8 

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 177 

(47.3%) candidates performed well. These candidates demonstrated enough 

knowledge of the theory of constructivism and its application in teaching 

and learning process. They had knowledge about the demands of the 

question, thus they provided correct explanations with relevant examples. 

The applications of constructivism were: teacher must seek out and use 

students' prior knowledge and ideas to guide his or her lesson, the teacher 

has to accept and encourage students' initial ideas, the teacher has to 
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promote students’ leadership, collaboration, location of information and 

taking actions as a result of the learning process. teacher should use a 

variety of evaluation techniques and; the learner must play an active role in 

assimilating knowledge into existing frame work. Extract 8.2 is a sample of  

a correct response from one the candidates in this question. 
 

 
 

Extract 8:1: A sample of a correct response in question 8. 

 

In extract 8.1, the candidate explained correctly the application of 

constructivism in teaching and learning process. 

 

Further analysis on the candidates performance in this question shows that 

78 (20.9%) candidates had average performance. These candidates 

explained some points correctly which led them to score average marks in 

this question. Also, some of the candidates provided correct answers but 
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failed to give correct examples in relation to their explanations. Extract 8.2 

shows a sample of responses from one of the candidates with average 

scores in this question. 
 

 
 

Extract 8.2: A sample response from a candidate with an average 

performance in question 8. 

 

Extract 8.2 shows a sample response from a candidate who explained two 

points correctly on the application of constructivism in teaching and learning 

process. 
 

The analysis shows further that, 119 (31.8%) candidates performed poorly 

in this question. These candidates lacked sufficient knowledge of 

constructivism and its application in teaching and learning process. For 

instance, one of the candidates explained wrongly the lesson development 

stages as one of the application of constructivism in teaching and learning 

process. He/she explained about: introduction stage and new knowledge 

stage. Further analysis shows that, some of the candidates provided guessed 

answers. For example, one of the candidates explained wrongly the 

application of constructivism as; it is applied in the classroom during 

teaching and learning process. It is applied during assessment and 

evaluation. Also, it is applied during measuring students' behaviour and it 

also applied during block teaching practice. Extract 8.3 shows a sample 

response from one of the candidates with weak performance in this 

question. 
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Extract 8.3: A sample of an incorrect responses in question 8. 

 

Extract 8.3 shows a sample response from the candidate who explained 

wrongly the application of constructivism in the teaching and learning 

process, thus scoring weak marks. 

2.1.9 Question 9: Teaching Reading. 

This question required the candidate to differentiate reading aloud from 

silent reading using four points.  
 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 68 (18.2%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 110 (29.4%) scored 

from 2 to 2.5 marks, and 196 (52.3%) candidates scored from 3 to 4 marks. 

The general performance of the candidates in this question was good 

because 306 (81.7%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 marks. Figure 9 

illustrates the candidates' performance in this question. 
 

 
 

Figure 9: The Candidates' Performance in Question 9 
 

The analysis of the candidates' performance shows that 196 (52.3%) 

candidates had good performance in this question. These candidates were 
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knowledgeable on the differences between reading aloud and silent reading. 

The following were the corrects answers:  

(a) Reading aloud involves looking at the text and saying it while silent 

reading does not involve saying the words we read. 
 

(b) The purpose of reading aloud is not just to understand a text but to 

convey information to someone else. On the other hand, silent reading 

means reading in order to get meaning from the text. 
 

(c) Loud reading is not an activity which is often engaged in very often 

outside the classroom. On the other hand, silent reading is an activity 

which students normally engaged outside the classroom since it is not 

aimed at learning in the class as a part of lesson. 
 

(d) Loud reading is used at the early stage when the learner is learning to 

recognize letters and words. This enables the learners to make 

connection between the sound and spelling. On the other hand, silent 

reading can be applied in the day to day reading. 
 

Extract 9.1 shows a sample of a correct response from one of the candidates 

who attempted the question. 
 

 
 

Extract 9.1: A sample of a correct response in question 9. 
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Extract 9.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who differentiated 

reading aloud from silent reading correctly, thus scoring high marks.  

 

Moreover, the analysis of the candidates' performance in this question 

shows that 110 (29.4%) candidates had average performance. These 

candidates managed to provide some points correctly which led them to 

score average marks. Also, some candidates' points were correct but not 

clearly explained. Extract 9.2 shows a sample of an average response from 

one of the candidates in this question. 
 

 
 

Extract 9.2: A sample of a response with average scores in question 9.  
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Extract 9.2 shows a sample response from a candidate who differentiated 

reading aloud from silent reading by providing some correct points. 

 

The analysis shows further that, 68 (18.2%) candidates did not perform 

well in this question. The candidates had inadequate knowledge of 

differentiating reading aloud from silent reading. Most of them provided 

guessed answers. This shows that, they did not understand the question. 

Some candidates relied on either the advantages of reading aloud over 

silent reading or the advantages of silent reading over reading aloud, 

instead of differentiating them. For instance, one of the candidates 

differentiate these types of reading as; reading aloud makes easier to 

identify any kind of grammatical pronunciation of words while silent 

reading is very difficult to identify errors occurred in grammatical 

pronunciation of words or sentence. Reading aloud is for the purpose of 

everyone to get the information while silent reading is for enjoyment or 

owned information. Another candidate differentiated these types of reading 

as; reading aloud is done to improve pronunciation while silent reading 

mostly is used to improve knowledge. Reading aloud improve confidence 

while silent reading does not improve confidence. Extract 9.2 shows a 

sample of response from one of the candidates who failed to differentiate 

reading aloud from silent reading.  
 

 
 

Extract 9.2: A sample of an incorrect response in question 9. 
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Extract 9.3 shows a sample response from a candidate who wrongly 

differentiated reading aloud from silent reading hence performed poorly. 

2.1.10 Question 10:  Literary Analysis  

The question required the candidates to name and explain briefly the types 

of figurative language to be used in the following sentences:  

(a) He is a monkey at his position as a goal keeper. 

(b) The hens were embracing to each other. 

(c) Waoh! That is marvelous! 

(d) The food is as scarce as teeth in the hen’s mouth. 

 

The question was attempted by 374 (100%) candidates. The analysis 

shows that 289 (77.3%) candidates scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 45 (12.0%) 

candidates scored from 2 to 2.5 marks and 40 (10.7%) candidates scored 

from 3 to 4 marks. The general performance of the candidates in this 

question was weak because 85 (22.7%) candidates scored from 2 to 4 

marks. Figure 10 illustrates the candidates' performance in this question. 

     

 
   

Figure 10: The Candidates' Performance on Question 10. 

 

The analysis of the candidates' performance in this question shows that 

289 (77.3%) candidates performed weakly in this question. Most of the 

candidates lacked enough knowledge of figurative language to be used in 

sentences. The candidates had some knowledge of figurative words, but 
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failed to apply them in the sentences which they were given. For example, 

one of the candidates provided wrong figurative words such as; 

exaggeration and onomatopoeia. Other candidates identified figurative 

words which were not appropriate to the respective sentences as; 

symbolism, exaggeration, metaphor, simile, hyperbole, sarcasm, sayings, 

etc. Extract 10.1 shows a sample of an incorrect response from one of the 

candidates in this question.   
 

 
 

Extract 10.1: A sample of an incorrect response in question 10.  

 

Extract 10.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who failed to name 

and explain the type of figurative language to be used in the given 

sentences.  

 

Further analysis on the performance of the candidates in this question 

shows that 45 (12.0%) candidates had average performance. These 

candidates provided some figurative words correctly which led them to 

score average marks. Extract 10.2 shows a sample of an average 

performance from one of the candidates in this question. 
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Extract 10.2: A sample of an average response in question 10.  

 

Extract 10.2 shows a sample response form a candidate who named and 

explained the two figurative language to be used among the four sentences 

given. 

 

However, further analysis shows that 40 (10.7%) candidates performed 

well. These candidates identified and explained only three figurative 

words to be used in the sentences they were given. These figurative words 
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are: metaphor, personification, irony and simile. Extract 10.3 shows a 

sample of a good response from one of the candidates in this question.  
 

 
 

Extract 10.3: A sample of a correct response in question 10. 

 

Extract 10. 3 shows a sample response from a candidate who managed to 

name and explain briefly the types of figurative language to be used in the 

given sentences.  

2.2 SECTION B: Essay Questions on Academic Content 

This section had three questions, 11, 12 and 13. The candidates were 

required to answer only two questions. Each question was allocated fifteen 

(15) marks, which makes the total of thirty (30) marks.  

2.2.1 Question 11: Literary Analysis  

The question required the candidates to analyse six strengths of oral 

literature.  
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The question was attempted by 368 (98.4%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 5 (1.4%) candidates scored from 0 to 5.5 marks, 246 (66.8%) scored 

from 6 to 10 marks, and 117 (31.8%) candidates scored from 10.5 to 15 

marks. Generally, the performance of the candidates in this question was 

good because 363 (98.6%) candidates scored from 6 to 15 marks. The 

candidates' performance in this question is summarised in Figure 11. 

 

 
 

Figure 11: The Candidates' Performance on Question 11 

 

The analysis of the candidates' performance in this question shows that 117 

(31.8%) candidates performed well in this question. These candidates had 

sufficient knowledge of the strengths of oral literature. They explained the 

strengths of oral literature with relevant examples. Also they showed their 

ability on essay writing and demonstrated good command of English 

language. The summary of the correct answers were:  It is the oldest form 

of literature, it is cheaper, since it is delivered through word of mouth, It 

helps to develop language skills of listening and speaking since it involves 

speaking to tell a story, it helps to develop the social relationship among 

teachers and students and even students themselves, it can be corrected 

easily, all main techniques and devices of literature like simile, metaphor, 

rhyme just to mention a few were invented during the time man new only 

oral literature and; it is not selective, since it involves both who can read 

and write and those who cannot. Extract 11 shows a sample of a correct 

response from one of the candidates in question 11 with good performance. 
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Extract 11.1: A sample of a correct response in question 11. 
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Extract 11.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who explained 

correctly the strengths of oral literature, hence scored high marks. 

 

Further analysis of the candidates' performance in this question shows that, 

246 (66.8%) candidates had average performance. These candidates 

explained correctly some of the points on the strengths of oral literature. 

Others, provided correct points, but could not elaborate them clearly due to 

poor English language proficiency. Other candidates explained the points 

correctly but failed to provide examples in relation to the points they 

explained. 

 

Moreover, most of the candidates explained the general strengths of 

literature without focusing on the oral literature as the question required. 

For example, one of the candidates explained wrongly the strengths of oral 

literature as: it educates people, it entertains, it create confidence, it 

criticize the society, etc.  The points provided were too general; they are not 

specific to oral literature. The specific points to oral literature were: it is the 

oldest form of literature, it is cheaper since many people can have an 

access on it, it can be corrected easily since it is spontaneous, it is not 

selective; it involves both who can read and write and those who cannot, 

etc. 

 

Furthermore, the analysis shows that 5 (1.4%) candidates performed 

weakly in this question. The reasons behind their weak performance 

include: lack of sufficient knowledge of oral literature especially on its 

strengths, failure to provide all the points required and poor command of 

English language. These factors contributed to weak performance for many 

candidates, Extract 11.3 shows a sample of responses from one of the 

candidates with low scores.  
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Extract 11.2: A sample of responses from a candidate with poor 

performance in question 11. 
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Extract 11.2 shows a sample response from one of the candidates who 

failed to analyse six strengths of oral literature.  

2.2.2 Question 12: Conversation, Discussion and Oral Presentation 

The question required the candidates to show in five points how friends can 

use the rules of conversation for communication.  

The question was attempted by 209 (55.9%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 108 (51.7%) candidates scored from 0 to 5.5 marks, 75 (35.9%) scored 

from 6 to 10 marks, and 26 (12.4%) candidates scored from 10.5 to 15 

marks. The general performance of the candidates in this question was 

average because 101 (48.4%) candidates scored from 6 to 15 marks. The 

candidates' performance in this question is illustrated in Figure 12. 

 

Figure 12: The Candidates’ Performance on Question 12 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 108 

(51.7%) candidates had weak performance. This performance can be 

attributed to various factors such as inadequate knowledge of rules of 

conversation for communication, failure to understand the requirements of 

the question and poor command of the English language. For example, one 

of the candidates provided the rules of conversation incorrectly as; to 

identify the purpose of conversation, to identify the problem or topic of 

their conversation, identify the place or site, identify the time for 

conversation. Other candidates provided wrongly the teaching methods 

such as dialogue, discussion methods, debate and question and answers 

contrarily to question requirements. 
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Another candidate misinterpreted the question by explaining the importance 

of conversation instead of showing the rules for conversation. One of the 

candidates explained; it is important for sharing ideas, helps to get new 

knowledge, helps to develop language skills and it helps to solve some 

problems. Other candidates explained the strategies used to overcome 

communication barriers in communication like; using simple language, 

consider the environments, using nonverbal signals such as eye contact, 

seeking feedback, choose an appropriate channel, etc.  Extract 21.1 shows 

a sample of an incorrect response from one of the candidates in this 

question. 
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Extract 12.1: A sample of an incorrect response in question 12. 

Extract 12.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who explained the 

rules for conversation among friends incorrectly.  

Additionally, the analysis demonstrates that 75 (35.9%) candidates scored 

an average performance. These candidates provide some correct points on 

the rules for conversation which enabled them to score average marks. 

Also, in this category, some candidates provided some rules but failed to 

show clearly how they can be applied in conversation.   

Further analysis shows that 26 (12.4%) candidates had good performance in 

this question. These candidates demonstrated sufficient knowledge on how 

to use conversation rules for communication. They also understood the 

requirements of the question, they showed five rules that should be used by 

friends for conversation during communication. These rules for 

conversation include: think before speaking, ask the right kinds of questions 

that will involve the listeners, listen carefully and look at the person who is 

speaking, do not interrupt the speaker in the middle of the sentence, etc. 
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Extract 12.1 shows a sample response from one of the candidates who 

attempted this question well. 
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Extract 12.2: A sample of a correct response in question 12. 

Extract 12.2 shows a sample response from a candidate who managed to show how 

friends can use the rules of conversation for communication, thus scored high 

marks.   

2.2.3 Question 13: Writing in a Variety of Forms  

The question required the candidates to explain in six points the guidelines 

to be followed in narrative writing. 

The question was attempted by 204 (54.5%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 40 (23.5%) candidates scored from 0 to 5.5 marks, 113 (66.5%) scored 

from 6 to 10 marks, and 17 (10%) candidates scored from 10.5 to 15 marks. 

The general performance of the candidates in this question was good 

because 130 (76.5%) candidates scored from 6 to 15 marks. The candidates' 

performance is shown in Figure 13.  
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Figure 13: The Candidates' Performance on Question 13 

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 17 

(10%) candidates performed well in this question. These candidates 

managed to explain correctly the guideline to be used in narrative writing. 

Also, the candidates demonstrated good command of English language. The 

summary of the answers for this question was: write on an incident that is 

amusing, exciting or signified, giving the story a structure is another 

guideline to be followed, placing the climax of the story close to the end: the 

climax is the turning point of the story, creating suspense in the story: which 

is done by delaying the climax, using techniques that will make the reader 

experience the incident, the writer should be consistent in the use of the 

point of view. Extract 13.3 shows a sample of a correct response from one of 

the candidates in this question. 



 

47 
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Extract 13.1: A sample of a correct response in question 13. 

 

Extract 13.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who explained 

correctly the guidelines to be followed in narrative writing. 

Further analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 

113 (66.5%) candidates had average performance in this question. These 

candidates managed to explain some of the points correctly which enabled 

them to score average marks. Also, some of the candidates explained the 

guidelines for narrative writing, but focused on novels. They explained 

about characters and characterization, plot, setting, themes and language 

use. The candidates were correct were correct because their explanations 

were related to narrative writing, though they were specific to novels only.  

However, 40 (23.5%) candidates performed weakly in this question. These 

candidates lacked sufficient knowledge of guidelines to be followed in 

narrative writing. Some of the candidates provided guessed answers. For 

example, one of the candidates explained wrongly the guidelines to be 

followed in narrative writing as; to write the spelling clearly, to leave the 

space from one word to another, to consider the uses of punctuation marks, 

to consider the syntax of the sentence accordingly, to build well figurative 
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language and to write with imagery picture. Another candidate provided 

guessed answers (of which the answers were wrong) like; consider the 

source of the materials, the facts of the writing, language used, avoid the 

use of ambiguity words or sentences in the narrative writing and consider 

the subject matter.  

Another candidate misinterpreted the question by using the knowledge of 

oral presentation especially strategies for making oral presentation as a 

response to guidelines for narrative writing, such as to make eye contact to 

the audience, confidence during narration, physical appearance, 

management of the audience, time management, allow questions, etc. 

Extract 13.1 shows a sample of a poor response from one of the candidates 

who misinterpreted the requirements of this question. 
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Extract 13.2: A sample of a poor response in question 13.  

2.3 SECTION C: Essay Questions on Pedagogy 

This section had three questions. The candidates were required to answer two 

questions. Each question carried 15 marks, giving a total of 30 marks.  

2.3.1 Question 14: Teaching Structure  

The question required the candidate to justify in four points on the 

argument that “Form and function should be taught side by side at 

secondary level of education." 

The question was attempted by 57 (15.2%) candidates. The analysis shows 

that 45 (78.9%) scored from 0 to 5.5 marks, 10 (17.6%) scored from 6 to 

10 marks and 2 (3.5%) scored from 10.5 to 15 marks. The overall 

performance of the candidates in this question was poor because 45 
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(78.9%) candidates scored from 0 to 5.5 marks. The candidates' 

performance in this question is illustrated in Figure 14. 

 

Figure 14: The Candidates’ Performance on Question 14 

 

The analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 45 

(78.9%) candidates had weak performance. These candidates lacked 

sufficient knowledge of the topic of Teaching structure especially on form 

and function. Some of the candidates misinterpreted the question. They 

related the word form and content as used in literature hence provided 

wrong justification on the statement by explaining how form and content 

in literature can be taught side by side by considering characters, plot, 

style, title, setting, themes and messages. Extract 14.1 shows a sample of a 

week response from one of the candidates in this question. 
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Extract 14.1: A sample of an incorrect response in question 14. 

 

Extract 14.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who failed to 

justify the argument on the teaching of form and function in English 

language.  

 

Furthermore, the analysis on the candidates' performance shows that 10 

(17.6%) candidates had an average performance in this question. These 

candidates provided some correct answers which enabled them to score 
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average marks. Also, some of them provided some correct answers but 

failed to explain them clearly. 

 

Further analysis on the candidates' performance on this question shows 

that only 2 (3.5%) candidates performed well in this question. These 

candidates had enough knowledge of form and function in teaching 

English language at Secondary level of education. The summary of the 

correct points were: It enables students to communicate in the target 

language, it focuses on function, it allows students to use language 

through communicative activities and the learners gain both fluency and 

control of different grammatical forms in relation to the functions. Extract 

14.3 shows a sample of a good response from one of the candidates in this 

question. 

 

 
 

 

Extract 14.2: A sample of a correct response in question 14. 
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Extract 14.2 is a sample response from a candidate who justified the given 

statement correctly, hence performed well. 

2.3.2 Question 15: Assessment  

The question required the candidates to evaluate in five points the 

effectiveness of short answer items in assessing learners’ English language 

proficiency.  

The question was attempted by 329 (88.0%) candidates. The analysis 

shows that 66 (21.0%) candidates scored from 0 to 5.5 marks, 171 (51.9%) 

scored from 6 to 10 marks and 89 (27.1%) candidates scored from 10.5 to 

15 marks. Generally, the performance of the candidates in this question 

was good because 260 (79%) candidates scored from 6 to 15 marks. The 

candidates' performance is shown in Figure 15. 

 

Figure 15.1: The Candidates' Performance on Question 15 

 

The analysis of the candidates' performance in this question shows that 69 

(21.0) candidates performed weakly in this question. These candidates 

lacked adequate knowledge of assessment especially on the evaluation of 

the effectiveness of short answer items in assessing learners' English 

language proficiency. For example, one of the candidates misinterpreted 

the question by evaluating the effectiveness of assessment as; it helps to 

improve reading skills, speaking skills and writing skills.  Other candidates 

provided guessed answers such as; it saves time, does not confuse the 

learners, learners do not get tired, etc. Extract 15.1 shows a sample of 



 

55 
 

weak response from one of the candidates who performed weakly in this 

question. 
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Extract 15.1: A sample of an incorrect response in question 15. 

 

Extract 15.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who failed to 

evaluate the effectiveness of short answer items in assessing learners' 

English language proficiency. 

 

Further analysis shows that 171 (51.9%) candidates had average 

performance in this question. These candidates provided some correct 

answers which enabled them to score average marks in this question. 

 

Additionally, the candidates performance in this question shows that 89 

(27.1%) candidates performed well in this question. These candidates had 

enough knowledge of assessing the effectiveness of short answer items in 

assessing learners' English language proficiency. The correct points for 

this question were: they can test all categories of knowledge, they are 

good for testing specific aspects of a particular topic, they are easy to 

score, they are easy to mark and they are superior in terms of validity and 
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reliability since the questions are objective. Extract 15.2 shows a sample 

of a good response from one of the candidates who attempted this 

question. 
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Extract 15.2: A sample of correct response in question 15. 
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Extract 15.2 shows a sample response from a candidate who managed to 

evaluate the effectiveness of short items in assessing learner' English 

language proficiency. 

2.3.3 Question 16: Assessment 

The candidates were required to analyse five criteria to be used by an 

English language teacher when judging students’ written work.  

The question was attempted by 350 (93.6%) candidates. The analysis 

indicates that, 130 (37.1%) candidates scored from 0 to 5.5 marks, 179 

(51.2%) scored from 6 to 10 marks and 82 (11.7%) candidates scored from 

10.5 to 15 marks. The overall performance of the candidates in this 

question was average because 261 (62.97%) scored from 6 to 15 marks. 

The candidates' performance in this question is illustrated in Figure 16. 

 

Figure 16.1: The Candidates' Performance in Question 16 

The analysis of the candidates' performance in this question shows that, 

(37.1 %) candidates performed weakly. These candidates lacked the 

knowledge of the topic of assessment especially on how to analyse the 

criteria to be used by an English language teacher when judging students' 

written work. For example, some candidates analysed the assessment tools 

to be the criteria for judging students work such as test and examination, 

interview, questionnaire and observation. Some candidates provided 

guessed answers such as: availability of enough text books, chalk board, 

teaching aid, ruler and duster. Extract 16.1 shows a weak response from 

one of the candidates who attempted this question. 
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Extract 15:2: A sample of an incorrect response in question 15. 

Extract 15.1 shows a sample response from a candidate who failed to 

analyse the criteria to be used by an English language teacher when 

judging students' written work, hence performed weakly. 

Further analysis on the candidates' performance in this question shows that 

some candidates had an average performance. They constituted 51.2% of 

the candidates who attempted this question. In this category, the 

candidates provided some answers correctly; and others provided answers 

but failed to provide examples. 

The analysis indicates that, 82 (11.7%) candidates had good performance. 

These candidates had enough knowledge of the criteria to be used by an 

English language teacher when judging students’ written work. They 

provided correct points with relevant examples. Also, they demonstrated 

their ability in essay writing, as well as good command of the English 

language. The correct points provided were: observing grammar and 

spelling check, originality of students' written work, organisation and 

paragraphs, the nature of the content provided should be in line with the 
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level of students' understanding and their areas of specialisation and the 

overall presentation and handwriting. Extract 16.3 shows a sample of a 

good response from one of the candidates in this question.  
 

 

Extract 16.2: A sample of correct response in question 16. 
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Extract 16.2 shows a sample response from a candidate who analysed five 

criteria to be used by an English language teacher when judging students' 

written work, hence scored high marks. 

3.0 ANALYSIS OF CANDIDATES’ PERFORMANCE PER TOPIC 

Twelve topics were examined in the English Language examination. On the 

other hand, the topics that had good performance were: writing in a variety of 

forms (76.5 %), teaching methods (71.4 %) and assessment (71 %). 

On the other hand, the topics which had average performance were: 

theories of language teaching and learning (68.2 %), sentence types and 

punctuation (67.0 %), teaching reading (66.1 %), literary analysis (60.7 

%), teaching aural/oral skills (59.1 %) and conversation, discussion and 

oral presentation (48.4 %). 

 

The analysis indicates that the topics which had weak performance 

included: word forms and meanings (25.9 %), teaching structure (21.1 %) 

and the English sound system (16.8 %). 

4.0 CONCLUSION 

The general performance in English Language subject for Diploma in 

Secondary Education Examination (DSEE) in 2021 was good because 

99.73 per cent of the candidates passed the examination. The analysis 

shows that, factors such as adequate knowledge of the topics tested, ability 

to understand questions' requirements and, mastery of English language, 

contributed to good performance. 

   

A few candidates who failed to score good marks demonstrated partial 

knowledge of the topics assessed. They failed to understand the 

requirements of the questions and had poor command of English language.   

5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 

In order to improve the performance of the candidates in this subject in the 

future, it is recommended that:  

(a) Tutors to use teaching/learning strategies, such as demonstration, 

making practice on word reference materials, using think-pair-share, 

brainstorming, practicing on how to produce consonant sounds and 

group discussions which will be helpful in improving the performance 

especially in topics which had weak performance.  
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(b) Learners should be guided on how to identify the demands of 

questions by being provided with exercises/quizzes on weekly or 

monthly basis. This could be done in terms of homework, classroom 

tests, and assignments and inter-classroom or college examinations. 

Such tests and exercises will enable learners to improve their ability 

and skills in answering questions. 

 

(c) Student teachers should continue reading a variety of books and use 

English language in all forms of communication at colleges so as to 

have fluency in the language. 
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Appendix 
 

SUMMARY OF THE CANDIDATES' PERFORMANCE IN ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE SUBJECT PER TOPIC 
 

S/N. Topic 
Question 

Number 

Performance 

in Each 

Question (%) 

Average 

Performance 

Per Topic (%) 

Remarks 

1.  Writing in a 

variety of forms 

13 76.5 76.5 Good. 

2.  Teaching 

methods. 

2 71.4 71.4 Good 

3.  Assessment. 15 79 71 Good 

16 63 

4.  Theories of 

language teaching 

and learning. 

 

8 

 

68.2 

 

68.2 

 

Average 

5.  Sentence types 

and punctuation 

1 61.7  

67 

 

 

Average 
3 72.2 

6.  Teaching reading. 4 50.5 66.1 Average 

9 81.7 

7.  Literary analysis 10 22.7 60.7 

 

Average 

11 98.6 

8.  Teaching 

aural/oral skills 

6 59.1 59.1 Average 

9.  Conversation, 

discussion and 

oral presentation.  

 

12 

 

48.4 

 

48.4 

 

Average 

10.  Word forms and 

meanings. 

5 25.9 25.9 Weak 

11.  Teaching 

structure. 

14 21.1 21.1 Weak 

12.  The English sound 

system. 

7 16.8 16.8 Weak 

 

 

 

 

 

 




